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CALL TOORDER

Legal notice having been given, thismeeting of the California State Park and Recreation Commission was
caledto order at 9:08 a.m. by Commission Chair Bobby Shriver. Chair Shriver introduced the commission-
ers present and explained the process by which members of the public could addressthe Commission.

AGENDA ITEM 1.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE AUGUST 24, 2007, MEETING IN MORRO BAY

Chair Shriver asked for amotion to approvethe draft minutesof theAugust 24th, 2007 meetingin Morro
Bay. Motion Commissioner Baylis, second Commiss oner Scherman. The commissionersvoted unani-
mously to approvethe minutes as submitted.

AGENDA ITEM 2:
CHAIR'S REPORT/RECOGNITIONS

Chair Shriver asked Commissioner Jack Baylisto read the names of staff memberswho had recently
retired from California State Parks. Commissioner Baylisexpressed the Commission’sthanksto these
individualsfor their many years of serviceand read thefollowing names:



DianeAmbagis, Acquisition & Red Property ..................... 31years, 7 months

David Bailey, Northern Service Center ...........ccooeveeevenennene 29years, 9 months
Christine Beresford, North Coast RedwoodsDistrict .......... 24 years, 7 months
Terry Bohlmann, Gold FiddsDIgHrict ........ccooeveieeieecienee. 21 years, 2 months
David Boyd, MarinDISHliCt .......cccooereeiiiiereeeeeeee e 32years, 10 months
Barry Breckling, Monterey District .........ccocooeveeieeienenene 38years, 1 month
LaurenaCabanero, Interpretation & Education................... 22 years, 7 months
Brian Camsuzou, San LuisObispo Coast Digtrict................. 17 years, 10 months
Larry Carpenter, Information Technology ..........ccccceeruenee 29years, 6 months
PatriciaCerniglia, Acquisition & Real Property ................... 32years, 6 months
PaulaDavid, Grants& Local Services ........ccoooerveienennnne 12 years, 2 months
James Deroule, North Coast RedwoodsDidtrict ................. 16 years
NinaFenkell, Grants& Loca SErVIiCes........coovveveeeienenene 16 years, 4 months
JamesFitzpatrick, Public Safety .........ccoeiiiiiieiiicicee, 27 years, 5 months
Kathleen Gieck, Park Design & Construction..................... 33years, 9 months
Russell Henderson, Northern ButtesDidtrict ............c......... 33years, 6 months
Frank Hickox, Capital DISINCL ........ccooeeeeiieierenereeiccee 31years, 10 months
John Horn, Off-Highway Motor VehicleDivision................. 34 years, 5 months
Kristen Howard, Grantsand Local Services...........ccccc...... 30years, 9 months
CynthiaHowse, Office of Historic Preservation ................. 22 years, 5 months
Ronald Kecskes, Lake PerrisDIstrict ........ccccveceveeivenienee. 31years, 5months
Brian Klock, Off-Highway Motor VehicleDivison ............. 3lyears
JohnKolsrud, Russian River DISHfict .........cccovveveecieciennnne 25years, 4 months
MelanieLathen, Russian River DIStrict .........ccccecevvernennee. 26 years, 1 month
RanadaLaughlin, Monterey DIiSricCt ........ccccveceieeneenieenee. 17 years
AndreLaxague, Northern ButtesDistrict ...........ccceverieennne 24 years, 11 months
Kenneth Lee, Monterey DIStrict .......cccooevvevecce e, 25years, 4 months
Axel LindgrenI11, North Coast RedwoodsDigtrict ............. 16 years, 6 months
MarthaMarkham, Northern ButtesDigtrict .............c.c........ 19years, 8 months
Kirk Marshall, MendoCinODIstriCt ........ccooveveeieveecieeienee, 19years, 11 months
Joseph Nemmer, Capital DISriCt .......ccceevveceeiiecierecieene 9years, 2 months
Gregory Scott, Crystal Cove SECtor .........ovvevverieeieeseesiene 25years, 9 months
Michael Silvestri, San Diego District .......cccveeeveceeveeseeienee. 29years, 10 months
David Smith, Grants& Local SErVICES ......ccccvvveveeviveiienee. 7 years, 3months
Gregory Smith, San LuisObispo Coast Digtrict ................... 26 years, 5 months
Hayden Sohm, SierraDistrict .......c.ccoeveeveecieee e, 30years, 9 months
Dennis Stoufer, San Diego District ......coccveceeceeveeceesienee, 34 years, 1 month
Daniel Vianueva, Russian River District ..........cccocevveniennen. 6 years, 8months
DavidVincent, SantaCruz DIStricCt ........ccoveeveceveeseenieenee. 32years, 4 months
[0 Y0 L 11 1= 6years

Chair Shriver noted that these many yearsof serviceillustrated the amazing loyalty of CaliforniaState
Parks staff.

AGENDA ITEM3:
APPROVAL OF SPECIAL REDWOOD GROVES

Chair Shriver asked Commissioner AcquanettaWarren to read the requeststo establish special redwood
groves. Commissioner Warren read aresol ution establishing thefollowing groves asrequested by Save-
the-Redwoods L eague:



ThePhilip Lamson Memoria Grove
in Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park
Robert and Phyllis Henigson, donors

TheHenigson Family Grove
in Jedediah Smith Redwoods State Park
Robert and Phyllis Henigson, donors

The commissionersvoted unanimoudly to adopt the resol utions establi shing these special redwood groves.
Chair Shriver expressed the Commission’sthanksto thedonorsfor their generousdonations.

AGENDA ITEM 4
DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Chair Shriver introduced California State Parks Director Ruth Coleman to present her Director’s Report.

Director Coleman called thecommissioners’ attention to the printed copy of her report each had received,
noting that shewould provideabrief update on several eventsthat had taken place sincethelast Commis-
sonmesting.

Colonél Allensworth State Histor ic Par k —Director Coleman reported on the establishment of a
successful agreement between aneighboring land owner and California State Parksthat resulted inthe
purchase of development rights, thereby avoiding aproposal to construct adairy and graze 12,500 cows
near Colonel Allensworth State Historic Park in Tulare County. Director Coleman noted that the agree-
ment was successful inthreeways, inthat it protected the park from devel opment, compensated theland
owner, and honored theintegrity of thelocal land use authority in Tulare County.

Budget Update— Director Coleman noted that the current proposed budget included a$13.5 million
reduction for CaliforniaState Parks. The Director explained that the budget reductions of the past had
been disproportionately applied to State Parks and provided these details. In the mid-1990s State Parkslost
over 500 staff positionsin alarge cut, and in early 2000 State Parks | ost approximately 100 additional staff
positions. Theseand other reductionsof the past, in spite of considerable effortsdirected toward reorgani-
zation and maximizing efficiency, resulted in aexceptionally spare CaliforniaState Parks. Theneed to
reduce State Parks budget by an additional $13.5 million, while preserving the park experiencefor asmany
visitorsas possible, resulted in arecommendation by CaliforniaState Parksto close 48 parks—which
would affect approximately 10 percent of State Parks user base whileretaining the current visitor experi-
encefor 90 percent of users. Director Coleman noted that whilethiswas apainful decision and not one
that wastaken lightly by park professionals, thiswas State Parks' proposal for addressing the required
reductionsin budget. The Director explained that since the proposed budget had been released there had
been considerable debate in the state | egid ature, with many questionsbeing posed to California State
Parks. Director Coleman related one of the morefrequently asked questions, regarding whether volun-
teers could operate parksinstead of staff. The Director explained that while California State Parks cur-
rently utilized at least 17,000 volunteers (one of thelargest volunteer programs of any state agency) who
providethousandsof hoursof exceptional service, itisdifficult tofind volunteerswilling to perform, for
exampl e, maintenance work which must betaken care of on afull-timebasis. Director Coleman also
noted that the proposed budget reduction could not be compensated for by increasing park user fees. She
added that fees had aready been increased considerably since 2000, without any increaseinthelevel of
service provided. Related to fees, the Director noted that whilethe state’sL egidative Analyst had pro-
posed that an increase of onedollar per park visitor could compensatefor the proposed reduction, this
proposal failed to recognizethat State Parks does not cal culate or collect user feesby the person, but
rather by vehicle, with many caseswherethereareno chargesat all, asstatelaw prohibitsthe collection
of feesfrom visiting school groupsthat make up alarge number of the visitorsto some park units. Director
Coleman further explained that to compensate for areduction of $13.5 million, feeswould need to increase



by approximately 40 percent, and that an increase of this magnitude would make parks unaffordableto
some users, thereby resulting in areduction in attendance and limiting the amount of the reduction that
would actually be compensated for by thefeeincrease. The Director added that as camping reservations
for the summer of 2008 were already sold out, any increase in feeswould not have an effect until after the
current year’ s peak season. Director Coleman also noted that as user feesare entirely voluntary, themore
State Parks' budget is dependent on feesthe greater theamount at risk from reductionsin visitation,
whether it bethe result of bad weather, high gasoline prices, responseto increased fees, etc. She added
that she believed adiscussion of user feeswould be agood debateto havein the state legidature. The
Director noted that 85 percent of State Parks' costsarefixed costsrelated to personnel, with about 51
percent of the current State Parks' budget being fee-based. She added that the sensitiverelationship
between feesand visitation had been well-documented during the fee adjustments of the early 2000s.
Director Coleman concluded her report by stating that the decision to propose park closureshad been a
difficult one, and that this proposal would likely be debated extensively inthe statelegid ature.

Chair Shriver thanked Director Coleman for her report and asked for questionsfrom the commissioners.

Commissioner Caryl Hart noted that during the Commission’s February 1st, 2008 phone meeting acommit-
tee of the Commission was established to consider the current budget situation. Commissioner Hart noted
that the circumstanceswere exceptionally seriousfor California State Parksin that aproposal to close
park units had never before been made except during wartime. Commissioner Hart proposed that the
Commission conduct two public hearings, onein northern Californiaand onein the south, to take public
input on the subject. The Commissioner stated that the goal of the hearingswould beto generate creative
solutionsto both the current budget situation and thelong-term funding of California State Parks.

Chair Shriver asked for the commissioners’ opinionson Commissioner Hart’sproposal.

A discussionfollowed wherein Commissioner Hart, Commissioner Gail Kautz, Commissioner Sophia
Scherman, and Commissioner Acquanetta\Warren expressed concerns about the proposed budget and

how it could affect California State Parks. Commissioner Gail Kautz agreed tojoin Commissioner Hart on
acommittee of the Commission that would monitor the budget situation and explore creative alternativesto
closing parksand funding California State Parksfor the future. Commissioner Kautz encouraged members
of the public who were present to becomeinvol ved. Commissioner Sophia Scherman noted that asan
elected official (Commissioner Scherman serveson the City Council of Elk Grove, California) shewas
greatly infavor of publicinput and supported the proposal to conduct hearingsin northern and southern
Cdliforniato obtain input. Shevolunteered to assist in any way that she could.

Chair Shriver asked Director Coleman when shethought would be the best timeto conduct the hearings
and perform outreach to the statelegidature.

Director Coleman replied that budget subcommittee hearingswould take place during March and early
April 2008, with thegovernor’sMay Revise of thebudget availablein mid-May. Director Coleman noted
that she believed apublic call for creative solutionsto the budget situation could be beneficial. The Direc-
tor also noted the governor’s officewas highly supportive of public-private partnerships, among other
ideas, that could be employed to keep parks open. She emphasized that the proposal to close park unitsdid
not originatein the governor’soffice, but with park professionalsand California State Parks.

Commissioner Acquanetta\Warren stated that it would be agood ideafor commissionersto attend the
budget subcommittee meetingsto speak in support of California State Parks.

A discussiontook placeregarding when these meetings could be conducted. Commissioner Hart suggested
that the meetings should take place prior to therelease of the May Revise of the budget, and that they
should be conducted as soon as possible, probably no later than late April, 2008. Director Coleman noted
that thelegidative subcommitteesrarely, if ever, makefinal decisionsprior totherelease of theMay
Revise of the budget. It was agreed that the meetings should be conducted in lateApril, 2008. Chair
Shriver directed Commission staff to begin planning for these meetings. The Chair noted that thisaction



was adirection to staff and not aresol ution of the Commission.

Therebeing no further commentson the Director’s Report, Chair Shriver stated that he wished to make
someobservationson the recent CaliforniaCoastal Commission meeting concerning the proposed toll road
and San Onofre State Beach. The Chair noted that he had attended the Coastal Commission meeting, and
that hewasinspired by the presence of 2,500 and 3,500 people (reportsvary), thelargest number inthe
history of the Coastal Commission. Chair Shriver stated that most of the attendees had traveled from the
areas of Orange County that would beimpacted by thetoll road, and that hefound it interesting that so
many who, it was said, would be saved from sitting in traffic by thetoll road, would bewillingtositin
traffic to expresstheir opposition to thetoll road. He stated that it was avery inspiring thing to observe.
Chair Shriver a so mentioned the meeting that had been conducted by the State Park and Recreation
Commission alittle over two years previously (November 3rd, 2005) where oppositionto thetoll road
project brought out the largest attendance ever at ameeting of the State Park and Recreation Commis-
sion. The Chair commended the citizens of Orange County, and all the citizenswho attended these meet-
ingsto expresstheir support for San Onofre State Beach. He noted that the discussion of the proposed tol
road wasnot over and that thetoll road authority was appealing the Coastal Commission decisionto the
Federal Department of Commerce, which could overturn the decision. Chair Shriver again noted how
ingpired he had been in attending the Coastal Commission meeting and thanked those who participated.

The Chair recognized Commissioner Acquanetta\Warren, who stated that she wished to comment on the
meeting pertaining to Colond Allensworth State Historic Park that Director Coleman had referenced.
Commissioner Warren noted that the neighboring property owner was pleased with the resol ution of the
situation. The Commissioner stated that shewished to personally thank Director Coleman, State Parks
Genera Counsel Bradly Torgan, and everyonewho had beeninvolved with resolving the situation. Com-
missioner Warren said that she had met with church groupswho werevery happy that CaliforniaState
Parks had been ableto effectively negotiate with the devel oper to find asol ution that was acceptableto
everyoneinvolved.

Director Coleman thanked Commissioner Warren for her compliment. Chair Shriver noted that the nego-
tiationsto prevent the construction of alargecommercia dairy in close proximity to Colonel Allensworth
State Historic Park had been atremendous accomplishment.

Chair Shriver announced that he would now hear public comment on the budget discussion and called
Elizabeth Goldstein, President of the CaliforniaState Parks Foundation, and Traci Verardo-Torres, Director
of Legidationand Policy for the California State Parks Foundation.

Ms. Goldstein and Ms. Verardo-Torres provided the commissionerswith an overview of the California
State Parks Foundation’s*“ Save Our State Parks’ campaign (www.SaveStateParks.org). They described
how the Foundation had partnered with over 100 organizationsthroughout the state to launch the campaign
inresponseto the proposed budget and the plan to close 48 State Park System units. Ms. Goldstein and
Ms. Verardo-Torres spoke of working with state legisators and State Parks’ many stakehol dersto take
advantage of the current budget situation. They pointed out that the current budget situation was not new,
and that it was not aproblem of the current administration, as California State Parks had faced asimilar
crisisin 1991-1992 and had faced difficult fiscal challenges over the past several decades. They discussed
theimpact of park closureson tourism and local economiesand emphasized that thelong-term goal of the
Save Our State Parks campaign wasto providelong-term fiscal solutionsto ensurethe health of the
CdliforniaState Park System in perpetuity.

Chair Shriver asked if the campaign included aprocess by which private donors could make contributions.
Ms. Goldstein replied that information on this subject was available on the campaign’sweb site.

Commissioner Acquanetta\Warren suggested that the Save Our State Parks campaign should work to
establish arelationship with organi zationsthat are making an effort to fight childhood obesity, especialy
given Governor Schwarzenegger’ssupport of effortsto combat thisgrowing concern. Commissioner



Warren recommended that the Save Our State Parksweb site offer linksto organizationslike Healthy
Start and First 5. Ms. Goldstein replied that thiswas aterrific suggestion that she would pursue.

Chair Shriver recognized Ms. Betty Winholtz, who spoke concerning the proposed park closuresand the
large number of park units proposed for closurein San L uis Obispo County. Ms. Winholtz also reviewed
the content of aletter sent by the City of Morro Bay to Governor Schwarzenegger in which the city made
fiveproposalsto aidinthefunding of CaliforniaState Parks. Ms. Winholtz provided the commissioners
with acopy of thecity’sletter.

Chair Shriver asked Director Ruth Colemanif Ms. Winholtz was correct in stating that 62 percent of the
state park unitsin San L uis Obispo County were proposed for closure.

Director Coleman explained that a 10 percent budget reduction had been proposed for each park district.
The Director noted that since Hearst Castle accounted for avery large portion of the budget for park units
in San Luis Obispo County it became necessary to recommend closure of alarge number of other park
unitsin order to keep Hearst Castle open. Director Coleman also explained that parkswere proposed for
closure on arevenuebasisrather than on the meritsof aparticular park. Thesituation at Hearst Castle
was such that theratio of cost to revenueis so closethat no real savingswould be attained by closing the
unit. Conversely, Cdifornia State Parks can realize asignificant savingsby closing the undevel oped parks
inthe areathat share staff; closing all of the units served by aparticular staff would result in savings.

Chair Shriver stated that thiswasagood explanation. The Chair also noted that there were many beautiful
parksin San L uis Obispo County, including some propertiesthat were not yet opento the public.

Director Coleman stated that those properties not yet open to the public would remain closed. She con-
cluded that State Parksrecognized that the large number of proposed park closureswas not desirablefor
residents of San L uisObispo County.

AGENDA ITEM5:
PUBLIC HEARING

Chair Shriver opened the public hearing portion of themeeting at 9:45am. The Chair explained that in
addition to the material sthe commissionersreceived prior to today’s meeting they would now hear ashort
presentation on State Parks' proposal for the preliminary general plan and environmental impact for Santa
SusanaPass State Historic Park by Dan Ray, Chief of CaliforniaState Parks' Planning Division.

ITEMS5A:
Consideration and action on the Department’s recommendation

to approve the preliminary general plan & environmental impact report for
Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park

Dan Ray, Chief of CaliforniaState Parks' Planning Division, presented an overview of the proposed
general plan and environmental impact report for Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park. Mr. Ray de-
scribed the history of the park and the process utilized to devel op the proposed general plan. He provided
anoutlineof the parks' resources, the six proposed management zones, and the minimal devel opment
proposals. Mr. Ray noted that Barney Matsumoto, Project Manager for the General Plan, and Ron Scha-
fer, Angeles District Superintendent, were present to answer specific questions on the proposed plan. He
concluded by requesting that the Commission adopt the draft resol ution to approvethegenera plan.

Chair Shriver asked if the commissionershad any questionsfor Mr. Matsumoto or Superintendent Schafer
at thistime. There being none, the Chair noted that given thelarge number of registered speakerson this
item hewould limit each speaker to two minutes. He then called thefirst 24 of 36 speakerswho had
registered to speak onthisagendaitem. The Chair called for abreak at 10:43am.

Chair Shriver reconvened the meeting at 10:56 a.m. He proceeded to call theremaining 12 of 36 speakers



onthisitem. During the public comment Chair Shriver called staff’ sattention to several issuesraised by
speakers, including concerns pertaining to wildfires, an equestrian staging area, and parking. Hetook
particular notice of statistics provided by Superintendent Woody Smeck of the National Park Service.
Superintendent Smeck stated that the National Park Service had been collecting datasince 1922, and that
during that time there had not been asinglereported incident of acampfire being responsiblefor starting a
wildfire. The Chair requested that thosein the audience not make commentsor criticizethe speakers.

Chair Shriver closed public comment on agendaitem 5A at 11:18 a.m. The Chair then asked Director
Coleman and her staff to respond to issuesthat had been raised by the public speakers.

Director Coleman explained that shewould have staff subject matter expertsrespond to eachissue. The
Director responded to concernsrelated to the funding of projectsat Santa Susana Pass State Historic
Park, explaining that the proposed general plan had been paid for by mitigation funds provided by Southern
CdliforniaEdison. She explained that thishad been aprivately financed general plan, an exampleof cre-
ativefunding for State Parks proj ects. Director Coleman further explained that the devel opment projects
proposed inthegeneral plan would be bond-financed, adding that no devel opment would belikely to take
place until there had been a successful bond measureto providefunding. The Director a so clarified that
no development could take place without an approved general plan and additional environmental impact
reportsfor the devel opment projects.

AngelesDistrict Superintendent Ron Schafer responded to the concerns pertaining to wildfires. Superin-
tendent Schafer described California State Parks experience with camping in areaswherefirewasa
concern. He explained how thelocation of the proposed campground at Santa Susana State Historic Park
had been changed in responseto stakeholder concerns. The Superintendent also reiterated the statistical
dataprovided by Robert Taylor of the National Park Service during the Commission’sbriefingin the park
on the previous day which was presented again by Woody Smeck of the National Park Serviceat today’s
meeting. ThisNational Park Service dataprovided no evidenceto indicatethat awildfire had ever started
inadevel oped campground. Superintendent Schafer explained therules, restrictions, and enforcement of
CaliforniaState Parks' three-tiered fire program. He also explained that the California Department of
Forestry reports concerning wildfires started by campfiresfailed to indicate that the Department of
Forestry’sdefinition of acampfireincluded firesin what would be considered backcountry areasand
illegal campfires, neither of which arethe same as devel oped campsites. Superintendent Schafer reiter-
ated that there was no record of adevel oped campground being the source of awildfire. He added that
planswerein placeto have two dedicated staff membersto support thispark.

Barney Matsumoto, Project Manager for the Santa Susana Pass General Plan, responded to concerns
regarding the Rocketdyne/Santa SusanaField L aboratory site. Mr. Matsumoto explained that the proposed
general planwas, asthetitleimplied, only general. Heexplained that any development proposedinthe
genera plan could not take place without first conducting additional studiesand environmental impact
reports. Mr. Matsumoto reiterated that apublic input process and environmental review would take place
before any devel opment project was constructed in the park.

The Chair recognized Commissioner Jack Baylis, who asked Mr. Matsumoto if ground water quality tests
had been conducted on the park property. Mr. Matsumoto replied that no such tests had been conducted in
conjunction with theresource inventory that had been prepared for the proposed generd plan.

Director Coleman then asked Angel es District Superintendent Ron Schafer to respond to the concerns
expressed about parking of vehiclesnear the park, particularly on AndoraAvenue.

Superintendent Schafer noted that AndoraAvenue served asan important entry point for the park asit
provided accessto the historic stagecoach route. The Superintendent stated that thisareahad been desig-
nated as multi-use, and that the proposed general plan had been designed to accommodate a statewide
constituency whileensuring that the park served asagood neighbor to local residents. He explained that
the proposal to provide parking in the park, a ong with trash receptacl es and restrooms, would reducethe



number of vehiclesparking onthe street. Superintendent Schafer also explained that the proposed parking
lot would consist of approximately six-to-twelve parking spaces and would include agateto close off the
parking lot after dark. He added that in his 31 years of experience with California State Parks he had
observed that devel oped areas were much easier to regul ate than undevel oped areas.

Barney Matsumoto then addressed concernsrelated to traillsand equestrian staging. Mr. Matsumoto
stated that he wished to acknowledgethat the general plan team had worked closely with equestrian
groupsto develop the proposal for equestrian staging in the Spahn Ranch area of the park. He noted that
the genera plan did not provide specific detail sregarding the devel opment of the staging areaand that
further discussion would take place on thissubject. Mr. Matsumoto explained that plansfor equestrian
staging and for trailsin the park would include additional environmental impact reports, publicinput, and
compliancewith the accessibility requirementsof theAmericanswith DisabilitiesAct.

Director Coleman then asked Kathryn Tobias, Senior Staff Counsel, to provide an overview of each of the
staff responsesto issuesraised by the public speakers.

During her review Ms. Tobias asked the commissionersto refer to the general plan/final environmental
impact report for Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park, as many of theissuesraised by today’s speakers
had already been addressed in the M aster Response section of the general plan’sfinal environmental
impact report. Ms. Tobias noted that the concernsrelated to wildfireswere addressed in Master Re-
sponse 2, and the Rocketdyne-rel ated commentsin Master Response 7, adding that pages 114 and 115 of
the environmental impact report explained that prior to any devel opment taking place at the park soil tests
would be conducted to determine whether or not contamination was present. Regarding the AndoraAv-
enue parking concerns, Ms. Tobias noted that Master Response 3 addressed the questions of accessto
the park and why this areahad been recommended asthe | ocation for parking. Shealso directed the
commissionersto Master Response 4 regarding traffic and parking, which noted that an independent
traffic study had been performed for this project, theresult of which being that no significant traffic or
parking impacts had been identified. She added that the traffic study included considerationsrelated to
evacuation of thearea, funeral processionstraveling to and from the nearby Oakwood Memorial Park,
and other traffic-related concerns. Ms. Tobias explained that the advantages of the proposed campground
location and reasonsfor the sel ection of thislocation were provided in Master Response 2. Ms. Tobias
concluded her comments by stating that California State Parks had substantial evidencein therecord of
the project to address each of the concerns expressed by public speakersat today’s meeting. Shealso
stated that it wasimportant to note that court decisions had established that substantial evidencedid not
include opinion, unsubstantiated or uncorroborated comments, and that it wasimportant to make adistinc-
tion between actual California Environmental Quality Act-based concernsand general concernsrelated to
the proposal s of thegeneral plan.

Chair Shriver thanked Ms. Tobias and asked if there were any comments or questionsfrom the Commis-
sion. The Chair recognized Commissioner Caryl Hart.

Commissioner Hart responded to several comments made by public speakers. The Commissioner noted
that campgrounds adjacent to urban areaswere actually quitecommonin California, and, shebelieved,
very valuable. She stated that the state bond measures of thelast eight years, along with the department’s
major investmentsin the LosAngelesarea, underscored how important urban parksareto CaliforniaState
Parks. Commissioner Hart stated that she agreed with the speakerswho emphasized theimportance of
the equestrian opportunitiesin the park and that it would bewrong to limit accessfor equestrians. The
Commissioner noted that staging areasfor equestrians should be encouraged, and that she believed it was
not appropriate to combine an equestrian staging areawith the purposed campground. Regarding the
wildfire concernsthat were expressed, Commissioner Hart stated that it should be made clear that, ac-
cording to National Park Service datagoing back to 1922, no evidence existed that awildfire had ever
originated in adevel oped campground.

Chair Shriver recognized Commissioner Acquanetta\Warren.



Commissioner Warren suggested that the concernspertainingtoillegal parking near the park could be
addressed with proper signage. The Commissioner noted that park usersmay not realizetheir behavior is
illegal and that this could be corrected through the use of signsdescribing the potential violationsand citing
the proper authority. During Commissioner Warren's statementsthe sounds of children playing could be
heard just outside of the meeting room. The Commissioner called theroom’ sattention to these sounds,
saying that these children represented the future, and that it wasimportant to ingtill inall children an ap-
preciation for the valuable resources protected by and availableto them in parks. Commissioner Warren
indicated that thosewho live near state parks, including many of the public speakers present, should con-
sider these values and think of California State Parks asa partner. The Commissioner also described the
recent experience of several Malibu residentswho, having been evacuated by wildfires, wereallowed to
livein aneighboring state park. She added that this support was provided at asacrificeto CaliforniaState
Parks, which had to cancel 1,500 camping reservationsin order to deploy staff to provideaid towildfire
evacuees. Commissioner Warren a so noted that while there are those who abuse privileges and behave
irresponsibly, the presence of proper signsand park staff would help to make the park property safer and
moreorderly.

Chair Shriver recognized Commissioner Paul Witt.

Commissioner Witt commented in responseto speakerswho expressed concerns about the quality of
peoplethat use state parks. The Commissioner stated that he and hisfamily werefrequent and regular
park users, adding that his children|earned to become stewards of theland and respect private property
by visiting California State Parks. Commissioner Witt noted that during hisfrequent visitsto parks, which
included several in close proximity to hishome, he had observed that park visitorstook great prideinthe
parksthey used, typically responding to emergency or law enforcement situations even beforelocal resi-
dentswere aware of potential issues. The Commissioner concluded that the ultimate result of the pro-
posed park improvementswould be asafer and cleaner neighborhood, rather than the opposite.

Chair Shriver recognized Commissioner Gail Kautz.

Commissioner Kautz stated that she agreed with the comments of her fellow commissioners. The Com-
missioner added that she took issue with the comments of the speaker who stated she did not understand
how apark could belocated so near to condominiums; Commissioner Kautz pointed out, to somelaughter
from the audience, that the park existed before the condominiums. The Commissioner added that she
believed the park wasawonderful enhancement to the community. Commissioner Kautz al so noted that
shewasalong-time equestrian and that she agreed with the comments of equestrian speakers, noting that
it had been apositive suggestion to make small additionsto equestrian trail sas necessary to makethese
trailslooptrails. The Commissioner also noted that proper staging areas, to alow for safe unloading and
loading of horsesfromtrailersand sufficient room to maneuver vehicleswithtrailers, wasavery positive
suggestion. Commissioner Kautz also noted, in responseto aspeaker who stated that if park development
took place peoplewould cometo usethefacilities, that people aready cameto the park and would con-
tinueto do so regardless of additional development. The Commissioner added that proper facilitieswere
essentia to controlling park use.

Chair Shriver recognized Commissioner Sophia Scherman.

Commissioner Scherman addressed theissue of homel esspersonsin the park. The Commissioner stated
that the devel opment of campgroundsand other facilitiesin the park, along with therelated presence of
park rangers, would discourage unauthorized use of the park. Commissioner Scherman noted that the
presence of park rangerswould al so contributeto the general order of thingsinthe area, hel ping to control
dogsoff-lease, illegal fires, parking, etc. The Commissioner encouraged those who objected to the con-
struction of parking lotsand restroomsto consider that for many park visitors, especially personswith
disabilities, such facilitieswere essential to these persons’ enjoyment of the park. She noted that each
development project in the park would offer additional opportunitiesfor public comment and she encour-
aged those attending today’s meeting to remain invol ved. Commissioner Scherman added that California
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State Parkswould like park neighborsto feel comfortable and safe because of the park in their commu-
nity. The Commissioner also stated that she appreciated the comments of the speakerswho showed their
support for preserving the park’s cultural resources. Commissioner Scherman related that she had been
asked where members of the Commission lived. She stated in response that the commissionerscamefrom
all over Cdifornia, that their composition was quite well-balanced, and that each commissioner had agreat
passion for parks. Commissioner Scherman thanked the speakersfor their participation.

Chair Shriver joked that hewould not addressthe well-balanced nature of the Commission. Therebeing
no further questions, Chair Shriver stated that he wished to clarify several pointsthat had been made by
commissioners. The Chair addressed Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobias. He noted that ascommission-
ershad made severa pointswith regard to the proposed general plan, the Chair wished to clarify whether
or not the Commission’sapproval of the plan would then be contingent on these comments.

Ms. Tobiasreplied that the comments made by commissionerswould become part of the administrative
record of the Commission meeting to approvethe general plan for Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park.
Sheexplained that unless specifically directed to do so, staff would not actually incorporate such com-
mentsinto the general plan. Chair Shriver asked Ms. Tobiasto confirm that as part of the administrative
record, the comments made by commissionerswoul d have an effect on theimplementation of the genera
plan, and that they could be referenced, for example, by someonelooking for clarification of these com-
ments at some point inthefuture. Ms. Tobiasreplied that the comments could bereferenced in thisway.

Chair Shriver then asked if there wasamotion to adopt the resol ution before the Commission to approve
the preliminary general plan and environmental impact report for Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park.

Motion Commissioner Witt, second Commissioner Hart. The Commissionersvoted unanimoudly to adopt
theresolution to approvethe preliminary general plan and environmental impact report for Santa Susana
Pass State Historic Park.

Chair Shriver then recognized Angeles District Superintendent Ron Schafer.

Superintendent Schafer stated that Santa Susana Pass State Historic Park had been along timein the
making, with many individual sresponsiblefor the park’s existence and compl etion of the genera plan. He
noted that 2,100 signatures had been collected to establish the park, and that major roles had been played
by the Santa Susana M ountain Park A ssociation, the Chatsworth Historical Society, and the City of Los
Angeles Department of Recreation & Parks. Superintendent Schafer expressed thanksto Ms. Laurie
Dager and the many members of these organizationsfor their efforts and considerabl e support.

ITEM5B:
Consideration and action on the Department’s recommendation
to rename San Simeon State Park as Hearst San Simeon State Park

Chair Shriver asked Dan Ray, Chief of State Parks' Planning Division, to present thisitem to the Commis-
sion. Mr. Ray noted that thisproposal arose out of the Commission’saction to combine William Randolph
Hearst Memorial State Beach with San Simeon State Park, which took place at the Commission’sAugust
24th, 2007 meetingin Morro Bay. He briefly described some of the reasonsfor California State Parks
support of thisproposal: The Hearst name had |ong been associated with this portion of San Luis Obispo
County, the addition of the Hearst name, already in use at Hearst Castle, would make the park more
accessibleto tourists, and in recognition of thelarge portions of park property that had made available by
the Hearst family. Mr. Ray asked that the commissioners adopt the resol ution before them to rename San
Simeon State Park asHearst San Simeon State Park.

Chair Shriver asked if the commissionershad any questionsfor Mr. Ray. There being none, the Chair
called three speakerswho had registered to speak on thisagendaitem.

Chair Shriver closed public comment on agendaitem 5B at 11:55 a.m. The Chair then opened thisitem for
discussion by the Commission.
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Commissioner Jack Baylis stated that he wished to thank the Hearst family, and Steve Hearst in particul ar,
for their leadership that had been provided to the Hearst Ranch Conservation Project.

Commissioner Gail Kautz noted that regardless of how one personally regarded the Hearst family, when
touristsvisit thisareathey goto“Hearst Castle.” The Commissioner stated that she believed it wasvery
helpful to utilizethe Hearst namewhen identifying thisarea.

Chair Shriver noted that there were no other commentsfrom Commissioners. The Chair then stated that
he agreed with Commissioner Kautz'scomments, as he had mentioned at the Commission’sAugust meet-
inginMorro Bay. Chair Shriver stated that from amarketing standpoint, especially with so many people
searching for information and destinations on the I nternet, connecting the Hearst namewith San Simeon
State Park was especially valuable. He noted that he was very supportive of thisproposal, not only be-
cause of the Hearst family’sinvolvement but for itsimportancein marketing the park asadestination for
peoplearound theworld.

Chair Shriver then asked if there wasamotion on thisagendaitem. Motion Commissioner Kautz, second
Commissioner Warren. The Commissionersvoted unanimousdly to adopt the resol ution to rename San
Simeon State Park asHearst San Simeon State Park.

ITEM5C:
Consent ltems

Chair Shriver announced that he had received arequest to remove one of the proposed concession items
from consent. Before considering theseitemsthe Chair requested clarification from staff regarding the
authority to removeitemsfrom consent. General Counsel Bradly Torgan replied that members of the
public could request that items be pulled from consent but that amember of the Commission must concur
with therequest for thisto take place.

Commissioner Jack Baylis stated that he wished to remove agendaitem 5C, 111, concerning Pacheco
State Park, from consent.

ITEM5C-I;
Determination that the concession contract for various tours and food services at
Angel Island State Park is compatible with the classification and approved general plan
for this unit

ITEM5C-II;
Determination that the concession contract for various marina operations at

Lake Oroville State Recreation Area is compatible with the classification and approved
general plan for this unit

ITEM5C-IV:
Concurrence on the Director’s appointment of Linda Guillis to the Board of Directors
of the California Citrus State Historic Park Non-Profit Management Corporation

Chair Shriver noted that the Commission would now consider agendaitems5C, 1, 11, and 1V, and that
agendaitem 5C, |11 would be discussed and considered separately. The Chair noted that no members of
the public had indicated they wished to speak regarding items5C, I, I1, and V. There being no comments
from the commissionersthe Chair asked for amotion to approve theseitems. The motion was made by
Commissioner Scherman, second Commissioner Kautz. The commissionersvoted unanimously to makea
determination that the concession contract for varioustours and food servicesat Angel 1sland State Park
iscompatiblewith the classification and approved general plan for thisunit, that the concess on contract
for various marinaoperationsat L ake Oroville State Recreation Areais compatiblewith the classification
and approved general plan for thisunit, and to concur on the Director’s appointment of LindaGuillistothe
Board of Directorsof the CaliforniaCitrus State Historic Park Non-Profit Management Corporation.
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ITEM5C-1II:
Determination that the concession contract for operation of the

wind-powered electrical generation facility at Pacheco State Park is compatible with the
classification and approved general plan for this unit

Chair Shriver then introduced Commissioner Jack Baylis, who represented the Commission’s Concessions,
Enterprise & Fiscal Committee, to explain why heremoved thisitem from consent.

Commissioner Baylisexplained that while California State Parks staff had doneagood job of presenting
thisitem to the committee, the committee believed theissues of aternative energy and windpower genera-
tion at Pacheco State Park warranted involvement of the entire Commission.

Chair Shriver acknowledged Commissioner Baylis' explanation and noted that amember of the public had
expressed adesireto speak on thisitem. The Chair called on Mr. DennisFox. Mr. Fox clarified that he
wished to speak on agendaitem 5C, I1, but that his questionswere actually funding related. Mr. Fox
indicated that he would wait for the Open Public Comment agendaitem, but the Chair offered that Mr.
Fox could speak now if hewished. Mr. Fox posed two questionsrelated to state park funding.

Director Ruth Coleman responded to Mr. Fox’s questions. She explained that revenue from concessions at
state park unitswas applied to the State Park and Recreation Fund and commingled with revenuefrom
visitor fees. Director Coleman stated that these funds were employed to support al unitsof the State Park
System and that they were not applied to any specific unit or project.

Chair Shriver then returned to agendaitem 5C, 111. He asked staff to respond to Commissioner Baylis
comments. Director Coleman noted that Jim Luscutoff, Chief of CaliforniaState Parks' Concessions,
Reservations, and Fees Division, would respond.

Mr. Luscutoff explained that the proposal before the Commission wasarequest to approve compatibility
of thewind turbine contract with the general plan for Pacheco State Park. He added that the general plan
for Pacheco State Park had been approved about two years previously and that adetermination had been
made at that time that the concessi on was compatiblewith the park’sgeneral plan. Mr. Luscutoff ex-
plained that the current request wasrel ated to abudget change proposal that State Parks must submit to
the statelegidaturefor approval. He noted that in conjunction with the preparation of the budget change
proposal State Parkswould be conducting afeasibility study to providedirection for the project —to deter-
minethe optimum size of the project, the number of windmills, etc., and serve asaguideto State Parksin
preparing arequest for proposal swhich would ultimately be put out to bid.

Chair Shriver asked for confirmation that the requested action was adetermination of whether or not the
proposal was compatiblewith the park’sexisting general plan; acompatibility finding. Mr. Luscutoff
replied that thiswas correct.

Chair Shriver recognized Commissioner Caryl Hart.

Commissioner Hart agreed that it wasimportant to remove thisitem from the consent calendar. The
Commissioner stated that in general wind turbines at astate park would be aninconsistent use. Shea so
stated that it wasimportant to recognize that the wind turbineswere on the property when it was acquired
by California State Parks, and that the wind turbineswere, shebelieved, acondition of the acquisition of
the property. The Commissioner noted that the situation was unique, and that Commission approval of this
proposal should be conditional inthat it would not allow for any expansion of the current wind farm. She
added that any proposed expansi on should be brought before the Commission for approval.

Commissioner Jack Baylisreiterated that he wished to ensure that the full Commission understood the
variousfactsof the project: the efficiency of theturbinescurrently in use, how thisproject comparesto
other wind farms, etc. Commissioner Baylis noted that there were many complex issuesto be considered
inaproject of thistype and he asked Jim L uscutoff to provide an update to the Commission oncethe
feasibility study for the project had been compl eted.
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Chair Shriver asked for clarification that State Parkswas not planning to acquirethewind farm, but to
create anew theleasefor thewind farm operator. Mr. Luscutoff replied that thiswas correct and that the
current leasewould be expiring in approximately oneyear.

Chair Shriver stated that with regard to the compatibility determination hedid not believethat he had
sufficient information to makethisdecision. The Chair acknowledged that thewind farm represented a
historic use of the park. Chair Shriver also noted that he agreed with Commissioner Baylisthat State
Parks should devel op standards so that the department is prepared should it be approached at some future
timewith aproposal to develop another wind farm on park property.

A discussiontook place during which Commissioners Baylisand Hart, Chair Shriver, and Director
Coleman discussed thelease for operation of thewind farm and the approved general plan’s (approved by
the State Park and Recreation Commission on May 12, 2006) explicit authorization of thewind farm.
Director Coleman clarified that the action before the Commission was a determination of whether or not
the existence of the windmillsat Pacheco State Park was consistent with the park’sgeneral plan. Chair
Shriver noted that asthe park’s approved general plan specifically alowed for thewind farm acompatibil -
ity determination had, in essence, aready been made. Commissioner Hart stated that the Commission
should have moreinformation on the subject and that they should review thelanguage of the approved
general plan. Director Coleman explained therewas animmediate need for project approval inthe state
legidature given the constraints of thelegidative budget cycle. She asked Jim Luscutoff to explain.

Mr. Luscutoff explained that because of thelegidative cycleit wasimportant to obtain approval for this
project as soon as possible. He noted that the park’s general plan specifiesthat size of thewind farm will
be reduced by nearly 50 percent, from the current 4,000 acresto dightly morethan 2,000 acres. Mr.
Luscutoff described other unique*“ existing use” situationsinherited by California State Parkswhen acquir-
ing park property, adding that the continued exi stence of the Pacheco State Park wind farm did not set a
precedent for developing wind farmsin other State Park System units. He explained that approval of this
action by the Commission would allow the project to proceed through the budget process and ensurethe
completion of the project’sfeasibility study.

A discussion took placeamongst Chair Shriver, Mr. Luscutoff, and Commissioner Warren concerning the
probable changesto the existing wind farm: That there are currently 167 wind turbines, but that by incor-
porating new technology thisnumber would likely be reduced along with the overall footprint of thewind
farm. Commissioner Warren al so noted that with 10 percent of the revenue from thewind farmsgoing
toward the operation of Pacheco State Park the continuation of the wind farm was an important aspect of
sustaining the park. Commissioner Warren suggested that the commissioners accept the project asan
existinguse.

Bradly Torgan, State Parks General Counsel, CommissionersHart and Warren, Chair Shriver, and Jim
Luscutoff discussed thefiscal ramifications of the project and the possible result should the Commission
fail to approvethe proposed action today. Commissioner Hart replied that rather than jeopardizethe
project during the budget process shewould prefer to approve the project based on staff findingsthat the
wind farmisconsi stent with the park’ sgeneral plan. The commissioners acknowledged that the potential
impact to the operation of Pacheco State Park was $180,000.00 per year. Mr. Torgan added that the
proposed action pertained only to the existing facility, and that should thefeasibility study recommend
substantial changesto the size or scope of the existing project ageneral plan amendment, and therefore
Commission approval, may berequired.

Commissioner Jack Baylis submitted amotion that the Commission approve the proposed action contin-
gent on the commissionersreceiving additional information regarding the viahility of the present conces-
sion arrangement for thewind farm.

Genera Counsdl Bradly Torgan requested clarification that theintent of Commissioner Baylis motionwas
to postpone adecision until the next meeting. Commissioner Baylisconfirmed that thiswas correct.
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Chair Shriver and CommissionersHart and Witt di scussed the motion and the repercussions of postponing
adecisiononthismatter.

Commissioner Baylissuggested afriendly amendment to hisown motion, recommending that the
Commission’sConcession, Enterprise, and Fiscal Committee could becomeinvolved with the processby
meeting with Mr. Luscutoff prior to the next Commission meeting.

Mr. Luscutoff and Director Coleman clarified that abudget change proposal for this project had already
been submitted to the CaliforniaDepartment of Finance and the statelegislature. Director Coleman ex-
plained that the Legidative Anayst’s Officetypically recommended denial of concession proposalsthat
had not first recelved the approval of the State Park and Recreation Commission. She added that failure
to receive Commission approval at thistimewould likely result in the project having towait for thefollow-
ing year’slegidative calendar, adelay of almost an entireyear. Mr. Luscutoff noted that hewould keep
the commissionersinformed of the progress of thefeasibility study.

Chair Shriver requested clarification that the action before the Commission wasalegal finding of compat-
ibility of the project with the park’sgenera plan. The Chair discussed with General Counsel Bradly
Torgan, Commissioner Baylis, Jim Luscutoff, and Chief Deputy Paul Romero thereasonsfor thisdecision
being brought to the Commission when the park’ sgeneral plan—which permitted thewind farm—had
been approved in May 2006. Mr. Luscutoff explained that the project wasuniquein having already been
approved inthegeneral plan, though the concession processrequired the proposal for anew contract to
be brought beforethe Commission for yet another determination of compatibility with thegeneral plan.

Commissioner Baylisnoted that thewind farm was unique and unfamiliar to commissioners. He requested
that the Commission beinvolved with the project’ sfeasibility study and the subsegquent request for propos-
als. Mr. Torgan stated that staff’sintention wasto present the project’sfeasibility study to the Commis-
sion, and to communi cate with the Commission regarding the project’ srequest for proposal process.

Commissioner Baylisclarified that hisintent wasto ensurethat staff work closely with the Commission
throughout the process of devel oping thisconcession, to allow the commissionersto obtain an understand-
ing of al aspectsof the project: thefiscal, environmental, and peopl e-based impacts.

Chair Shriver, Mr. Luscutoff, and Commissioners Baylisand Warren discussed the requirement for State
Parksto bring concessionswith annual gross salesin excess of $500,000.00 to the Commissionfor a
determination of compatibility with park unit general plans. Mr. Luscutoff explained that thetotal gross
revenue generated by thewind farm |ease was approximately $2.1 million per year, of which California
State Parksreceived 10 percent after the deduction of certain allowable expenses.

Commissioner Gail Kautz asked if other contractors could becomeinvolved with the new lease. Mr.
Luscutoff and Chair Shriver replied that the current lease existed at the time the park property was ac-
quired by State Parks, and that the current proposal would permit the establishment of arequest for pro-
posalsprocessthat would allow changes, including allowing other contractorsto submit proposal sto oper-
atethewind farm under anew lease.

Commissioner Hart noted that the motion should berestated.

Commissioner Baylisrestated hismotion. He moved that the Commission make adetermination of com-
patibility with the understanding that the project’ sfeasibility study would be brought to the Commission, at
which time adetermination would be made regarding the project’ srequest for proposals. Commissioner
Baylisreiterated that hisintention wasto involvethe Commissionin every step of thisconcession’sap-
proval processso long asthisdid not delay the project and would allow the Commission to stop the project
at any point if desired. Director Coleman clarified that Commissioner Baylis motion wasthat the Com-
mission make adetermination of compatibility with the park’sgeneral plan on the condition that oncethe
feasibility study iscompleteit be presented to the Commission for their involvement in the decision of
whether or not to proceed with issuing requestsfor proposals.

15



Chair Shriver seconded Commissioner Baylis motion.

CommissionersHart and Kautz asked if thismotion would permit the project to proceed within the avail -
abletimeline. Director Coleman and Mr. Luscutoff replied that thiswould bethe case.

Chair Shriver then called for avote on Commissioner Baylis motion (second Chair Shriver). Commission-
ersBaylis, Hart, Kautz, Scherman, Shriver, and Witt voted yesto the motion. Commissioner Warren voted
no. The motion passed six-to-one, stating that the Commi ssion had made adetermination that the conces-
sion contract for operation of thewind-powered el ectrical generation facility at Pacheco State Park was
compatiblewith the classification and approved general planfor thisunit.

Chair Shriver asked Commissioner AcquanettaWarren to explain her no votefor therecord.

Commissioner Warren stated that with the present concerns pertaining to the budget, park maintenance
and revenue, shedid not find it necessary to create extrawork for staff on this project. Commissioner
Warren noted that she had an understanding of thefeasibility study and request for proposal s processand
that she believed it would have been sufficient to accept the staff recommendation regarding thisaction.

Chair Shriver thanked Commissioner Warren for her comments and announced the next agendaitem.

AGENDA ITEM6:
OPEN PUBLIC COMMENT

Chair Shriver explained that hewould only entertain mattersunder the Commission’sjurisdiction. The
Chair noted that given the number of speakerson the earlier agendaitemsand the lateness of the day he
would appreciate speakers' restricting themselvesto subjectsunder the authority of the Commission. The
Chair then called four speakersin the order they had registered to speak, noting that Mr. Robert Garcia
had to depart and wasno longer present. At thistime Chair Shriver also noted that Commissioner
AcguanettaWarren must be excused to attend aprior appointment. Thefour speakerswere:

Reverend Donn Ragle, concerning camping feesfor park chaplains.
Ruth Gerson, concerning support for funding of an equestrian campground in Maibu Creek State Park.

Jim Hasenauer, concerning the current budget situation, public participation and effortsto keep parksand
trailsopen.

DianaDixon-Davis, concerning the current budget situation and public involvement in keeping parks open.

Chair Shriver closed Open Public Comment at 12:31 p.m. There being no commentsfrom Commissioners,
the Chair announced that the Commission would take ashort break before reconvening in closed session.

AGENDA ITEM7:
CLOSED SESSION TO DISCUSS PENDING LITIGATION

Closed Session to discuss pending litigation as permitted by Government Code section
11126, subdivision (e)(2)(A). People of the State of California, ex rel. Attorney General Bill
Lockyer and State Park and Recreation Commission v. Foothill/Eastern Transportation
Corridor Agency, ajoint powers authority; Board of Directors of the Foothill/Eastern
Transportation Corridor Agency (San Diego Superior Court Case No. GIN 051371)

Chair Shriver reconvened the Commissionin closed session at 12:37 p.m.

AGENDA ITEM 8:
PUBLIC ACCOUNT OF REPORTABLE ITEMS, IFANY, FROM CLOSED SESSION

Chair Shriver reconvened the Commission in open session at 12:43 p.m. Therewere no reportable actions
from the closed session.
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AGENDA ITEM9:
ADJOURNMENT

Chair Shriver asked if therewere any additional commentsor questionsfrom commissionersor staff.
Chief Deputy Paul Romero announced that the next Commission meeting would take place on May 15-16,
2008, in Mendocino County. There being no further commentsor questionsfrom the Commission, Chair
Shriver adjourned the meeting at 12:44 p.m.

ATTEST: These minuteswere approved by the California State Park and Recreation Commission on May
16, 2008, at itsduly-noticed public meeting in Chatsworth, California.

By: ORIGINAL SIGNED BY Date: 5-16-08

LouisNastro

Assistant to the Commission

For Ruth Coleman, Director
CdliforniaDepartment of Parksand Recreation
Secretary tothe Commission
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State of California » The Resources Agency Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

y DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Ruth Coleman, Director

Meeting of the
CALIFORNIA STATE PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION
Education Building at the Church at Rocky Peak
22601 Santa Susana Pass Road, Chatsworth, California
Friday, February 29, 2008 - 9:00 a.m.

Agenda of the Meeting

1. Approval of minutes of the August 24th, 2007 meeting in Morro Bay
2. Chair's Report/Recognitions
A. Recognition of employee retirements
3. Approval of Special Redwood Groves - Save-the-Redwoods League
4. Director’s Report
A. Discussion of operational and funding questions raised during the February 1st meeting
5. Public Hearing

A. Consideration and action on the Department’s recommendation to approve the prelimi-
nary general plan & environmental impact report for Santa Susana Pass State Historic
Park

B. Consideration and action on the Department’s recommendation to rename San Simeon
State Park as Hearst San Simeon State Park

c. Consent Items (reflecting staff recommendations)

I. Determination that the concession contract for various tours and food services at
Angel Island State Park is compatible with the classification and approved general
plan for this unit

II. Determination that the concession contract for various marina operations at Lake
Oroville State Recreation Area is compatible with the classification and approved
general plan for this unit

Ill. Determination that the concession contract for operation of the wind-powered elec-
trical generation facility at Pacheco State Park is compatible with the classification
and approved general plan for this unit

IV. Concurrence on the Director’s appointment of Linda Guillis to the Board of Directors
of the California Citrus State Historic Park Non-Profit Management Corp.
6. Open Public Comment (on subjects other than the above agenda items)

7. Closed Session to discuss pending litigation as permitted by Government Code section
11126, subdivision (e)(2)(A). People of the State of California, ex rel. Attorney General Bill
Lockyer and State Park and Recreation Commission v. Foothill/Eastern Transportation
Corridor Agency, a joint powers authority; Board of Directors of the Foothill/Eastern Trans-
portation Corridor Agency (San Diego Superior Court Case No. GIN 051371). Members of
the public should note that the meeting room will be cleared during the closed session.

8. Public account of reportable items, if any, from closed session
9. Adjourn



